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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 4, 6, and 8 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. In claim 4, line 3 : "area.." should be changed to --work area.-- 

b. In claim 6, line 1 : "claim" should be changed to —clamp— 

c. In claim 8, line 2: "Aabandonment and Rrecovery" should be changed to - 
abandonment and recovery- 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
The term "further trolley" as recited in the claim lacks basis in the original disclosure and 
represents new matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country , or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
i >r a ii irei gn a Hint r\ , be l ore the in\ ention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

5. Claims 1 and 4-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Stockstill 
(2003/0091395). 

Regarding claims 1, 4, 5, 7, and 9 - 12, Stockstill discloses an apparatus comprising: a 
tower (52); a tensioner (unlabeled element shown above and below welding station 85 in Figs. 
14A and 14B; also see tensioner 23 in Fig. 3); a pipeline (53); a radius controller (bend controller 
21); a hold-off clamp (86), the clamp (86) mounted independently of the tower (52) on a trolley 
comprising a beam and two rails (87, 88) which can be moved into and out of alignment with the 
laying axis of the tower (52); and the trolley is provided with a work area (25) (Figs. 3, 14A, and 
14B; paragraphs 0006, 0115,0116, and 0127). Stockstill teaches rails (87, 88) attached to the 
vessel hull (paragraph 0 1 36) and that clamp (86) travels along the rails between a first position 
where the clamp is aligned with the pipeline (53) and the tower (52) and a second position in 
which the clamp is not aligned with the pipeline and the tower (paragraph 0127). Relative 
movement between the clamp and the tower indicates that the clamp moves independently of the 
tower. 

Regarding claim 6, Stockstill further discloses the clamp (86) is operable to at least one 
side of the lay axis (can move laterally along rails 87 and 88) and which allow clamp (86) to be 
operable forward and aft of the lay axis (Fig. 15). 

Regarding claim 8, Stockstill further discloses an abandonment and recovery crane 
(paragraph 0029). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2, 3, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stockstill in view of Fikes et al. (2002/0074125). 

Regarding claims 2 and 13, Stockstill discloses all of the limitations of the above claim(s) 
except for the trolley moves the hold-off clamp in a direction transverse to the length of said 
beam and a further trolley. Fikes et al. teaches an opening in the platform (32) of a drilling rig 
having two sets of rails (52, 54), the first set of rails (52) is oriented perpendicularly to the 
second set of rails (54), the rails of each set positioned on opposite sides of the opening (Figs. 3 
and 9; paragraph 0057) to allow drilling equipment to be moved in nearly any X-Y coordinate 
within the opening in order to maximize the use of available space on the platform. The second 
set of rails (54) is considered the "further trolley" as best understood by the examiner. It would 
have been considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was 
made, to have modified the structure as disclosed by Stockstill with the first and second sets of 
rails as taught by Fikes et al. to allow drilling equipment to be moved in nearly any X-Y 
coordinate within the opening in order to maximize the use of available space on the platform. 

Regarding claim 3, Stockstill further discloses a moon pool (18) that defines a working 
space (Fig. 4) and the opposite sides of the moon pool are equivalent to outriggers. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 27 April 2009 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that it appears that the rails 87, 88 are mounted on the tower and 
accordingly not independently of the tower on the vessel. Applicant further argues that there is 
no teaching to suggest that the rails 87, 88 attached to the vessel hull 45 is intended to disclose 
that the hold-off clamp is mounted independently of the tower. Examiner responds that 
Stockstill teaches rails (87, 88) attached to the vessel hull (paragraph 0136) and that clamp (86) 
travels along the rails between a first position where the clamp is aligned with the pipeline (53) 
and the tower (52) and a second position in which the clamp is not aligned with the pipeline and 
the tower (paragraph 0127). Relative movement between the clamp and the tower indicates that 
the clamp moves independently of the tower. 

Applicant argues that Stockstill does not disclose a "trolley on trolley" arrangement. 
Examiner notes that the claim limitation which applicant is arguing is new matter. Examiner 
replies that the second set of rails (54) is considered the "further trolley" as best understood by 
the examiner because the second set of rails (54) is oriented perpendicularly to the first set of 
rails (52). The perpendicular orientation of the two sets of rails allows the trolley to move in a 
direction parallel to a length of the beam and also in a direction transverse to the length of the 
beam. 

Applicant argues that Stockstill fails to teach or suggest a clamp operable to at least one 
side of the lay axis and at least one of forward and aft of the lay axis. Examiner explains that 
Stockstill discloses the clamp (86) is operable to at least one side of the lay axis (can move 
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laterally along rails 87 and 88) and which allow clamp (86) to be operable forward and aft of the 
lay axis (Fig. 15). There is no limitation in the claims which precludes "one side of the lay axis" 
from being equivalent to "one of forward and aft of the lay axis". Therefore, moving clamp (86) 
to one side of the lay axis as disclosed by Stockstill could move the clamp (86) to a fore or aft 
location relative to the lay axis. 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 2 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SEAN D. ANDRISH whose telephone number is (571)270-3098. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri, 7:30am - 5:00pm, Alternate Fri off, EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bagnell can be reached on (571) 272-6999. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sunil Singh/ Sunil Singh 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3672 Primary Examiner 

Art Unit 3672 

SDA 

7/22/2009 



